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* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attach ment(s) 

1) K Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application 
Paper No(s)/Mail Date 7/28/04 . 6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 08-06) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20070802 



Application/Control Number: 10/804,069 Page 2 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 
U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly 
pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant 
regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

In claim 1, lines 5-6; claim 5, lines 7-8; claim 6, lines 
4-5; claim 10, lines 4-5; and claim 14, lines 5-6, the phrase 
"each divided data including data in a number that is less than 
a predetermined number" is unclear as to whether it refers to 
the number of portions into which each of the image input 
channels is divided or whether it refers to a quantity of data 
present in each channel (and, in the latter case, it is unclear 
as to what units this quantity is expressed in) . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, 
manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement 
thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 
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4. Claims 10-13, insofar as they are understood, are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non- statutory subject matter. Claims 10-13 drawn to functional 
descriptive material NOT claimed as residing on a computer 
readable medium. MPEP 2106 . IV. B . 1 (a) (Functional Descriptive 
Material ) states : 

Data structures not claimed as embodied in a computer- 
readable medium are descriptive material per se and are not 
statutory because they are not capable of causing 
functional change in the computer. 

Such claimed data structures do not define any structural 
or functional interrelationships between the data structure 
and other claimed aspects of the invention which permit the 
data structure's functionality to be realized. 

Claims 10-13, while defining a computer program, do not 
define a "computer-readable medium" and is thus non- statutory 
for that reason. A computer program can range from paper on 
which the program is written, to a program simply contemplated 
and memorized by a person. The examiner suggests amending the 
claim to embody the program on "computer-readable medium" (e.g. 
u a computer-readable medium storing a computer program") in 
order to make the claim statutory. 
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In contrast, a claimed computer-readable medium encoded 
with the data structure defines structural and functional 
interrelationships between the data structure and the 
computer software and hardware components which permit the 
data structure's functionality to be realized, and is thus 
statutory." - MPEP 2106 . IV. B . 1 (a) 

Conclusion 

5. The allowability of claims 1-14 if rewritten or amended to 
overcome the rejection (s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, 
set forth in this Office action is unclear. 

It is unclear whether the prior art meets the above 
described unclear limitation "each divided data including data 
in a number that is less than a predetermined number" . 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Lee et al discloses an example of processing a plurality of 
image inputs. 

7. Any inquiry concerning the contents of this communication 
or earlier communications from the examiner should be directed 
to Stephen M. Brinich at 571-272-7430. 

Any inquiry relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding or any inquiry of a general nature concerning 
application processing should be directed to the Tech Center 



Application/Control Number: 10/804,069 



Page 5 



Art Unit: 2625 

2600 Customer Service center at 571-272-2600 or to the USPTO 
Contact Center at 800-786-9199 or 571-272-1000. 

The examiner can normally be reached on weekdays 8:00-5:30, 
alternate Fridays off. 

The examiner's unit designation has been changed from "Art 
Unit 2624" to "Technology Division 2625" (as of March 20, 2006) . 

If attempts to contact the examiner and the Customer 
Service Center are unsuccessful, supervisor David Moore can be 
contacted at 571-272-7437. 

Faxes pertaining to this application should be directed to 
the Tech Center 2600 official fax number, which is 571-273-8300 
(as of July 15, 2005) . 

Hand-carried correspondence may be delivered to the 
Customer Service Window, located at the Randolph Building, 401 
Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 22 314. 
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Examiner 
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